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REMARKS 

Please note the fact that July 4, 2007, fell on a Federal Holiday ensures that this 
paper is timely filed as of today, July 5, 2007 (the next succeeding business day). 

Claims 1-29 were pending in the instant application at the time of the outstanding 
Office Action. Of these claims^ claims 1« 7, 19 and 24-29 are independent claims; the 
remaining claims are dependent claims. Applicants have rewritten the independent 
claims, amended claim 13 to change its dependency, and cancelled claims 2, 6, 8, 9, 12 
and 16. 

Applicants are not conceding in this application the claims amended and 
cancelled herein are not patentable over the art cited by the Examiner, as the present 
claim amendments and cancellations are only for facilitating expeditious prosecution. 
Applicants respectfully reserve the right to pursue these and other claims in one or more 
continuations and/or divisional patent applications. Applicants specifically state no 
amendment to any claim herein should be construed as a disclaimer of any interest in or 
right to an equivalent of any element or feature of the amended claim. 

Applicants and the undersigned are most grateful for the time and effort accorded 
the instant application by the Examiner. On May 16, 2007, Applicants' counsel 
conducted a telephone interview with the Examiner and an S.P.E., T. B. Tniong, in which 
the instant application was discussed No agreement was reached regarding the pending 
claims and rejections. 
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Rejections under 35 VS.C. § 102(e) 

Claims 1, 5, 7, 19 and 25-29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Engberg et al, (U.S. Patent No. 6,993,658) (hereinafter "Engberg"). 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of these rejections is respectfully requested. 

As best understood, Engberg appears to be directed to a password setting system, 
allowing access to a secure system based upon: non*<secret information known to the user, 
such as a user ID; secret information known to the user, such as a passcode; and 
information provided to the user through an object possessed by the user^ such as a token. 
(Engberg, col. 2. lines 1 1-15). Specifically, the user requests a new password from the ' ' 
server and the server responds with a new passcode and a token, (/d at col 2, lines 2-4). 
The server sends the passcode to the user and the user concatenates the secret passcode 
with the received token In order to form a valid password, which the user submits to gain ' 
access to the secure system. {Id at coL 2, lines 2-1 1). 

Requiring the user to enter and submit a password to the secure system each time 
access is required stands in stark contrast to the present invention. As discussed in the 
specification, among the advantages of the present invention is allowing the user to enter 
credentials on one convenient-authentication-device such that the authentication device 
could automatically and securely share the user's credentials with several or ail of his or 
her pervasive devices. (Specification, page 2, line 15-page 3, line 2). The present 
Invention essentially automates the access of all the user's pervasive devices once the 
initial registration step has been completed, precluding the need for repeated password 
entries. (Id, at page 12, lines 12-14). 
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Accordingly, claim 1 has been rewritten to recite, inter alia, "ascertaining at least 
one... gateway from at least one pervasive device by broadcasting a.,. discovery request 
message [then] sending at least one token request,.,, the at least one pervasive device 
having an automatic token client, and, receiving a token response at the pervasive 
device. . .only if the at least one pervasive device is authorized [by] registering 
the... device,** (Claim 1, emphasis added). This language is intended to clarify that the 
pervasive device retrieves tokens for access to a secure system in an automated manner 
and that no password entry is required after the initial registration/authorization isi 
complete. Similar language appears in independent claims 7, 19 and 25-29. 

It is respectfully Submitted that Hngbcrg clearly falls short of the present invention 
in that, inter alia, it does not disclose automated access to a secure system without ' 
repeated entry of passwords. Rather, Engberg is aimed at providing a convenient » 
password generation system^ (Engberg* Abstract). Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
submit that the applied art does not anticipate the present invention because, at the very 
least, "Anticipation requires the disclosure in a single prior art reference of each element 
of the claim under construction." W.L Gore & Associates, Inc, v. Garlock, 721 P.2d 
1540, 1554 (Fed. Cir. 1983); see also In re Marshall, 198 U.S.P.Q. 344, 346 (C.C.P.A. 
1978). 

Reiectionsjinder 35 U>S>C. 5 103 

Claims 2, 3, 6. 8-10, 12, 15-18 and 24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Engberg in view of Traversal et al. (U.S. Publication No, 
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2002/0152299) (hereinafter *Traversat")^ Reconsideration and withdrawal of these 
rejections are hereby respectfully requested. 

A 35 use 103(a) rejection requires that the combined cited references provide 
both the motivation to combine the references and an expectation of success. Not only is 
there no motivation to combine the references, no expectation of success, but actually 
combining the references would not produce the claimed invention. Thus, the claimed 
invention is patentable over the combined references and the state of the art. 

As best understood. Traversal is directed to a system and method for establishing 
reliable peer-to-peer connections. (Traversal, Abstract). Although Traversat discloses 
communication based on registration with a proxy service (Id at lines 1-10 and 19-21 of 
0482). wherein each peer logs in to the proxy service to gain access to other peers {Id at 
lines 3-14 of 0483), this proxy service is not similar to the pervasive authentication 
domain of the instantly claimed invention. The proxy service is not a gateway 
incorporated into a user-configurable pervasive device, (Specification, page 4, lines 6-9). 
Thus, Traversat does not disclose the peers sharing credentials in order to gain access to a 
secure system based on membership in a pervasive authentication domain incorporated 
into a user-configurable pervasive device. Id. 

Requiring each of the user's devices to login to a proxy service to gain access to 
another peer stands in stark contrast to the present invention. Again, among the 
advantages of the present invention is allowing the user to enter credentials on one 
convenient-authentication-device such that the authentication device could automatically 
and securely share the user's credentials with several or all of his or her pervasive 
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devices. (Specification, page 2, line 15-page 3, line 2). The present invention essentially 
automates the access of all the user's pervasive devices once the initial registration step 
has been completed, thus permitting the user to configure a personal gateway, and 
precluding the need for a separate proxy service, by incorporating the gateway into one of 
the user's devices, i.e. a combined device. {Id at page 13, lines 1-2; page 14, line 18-page 
15, line 2). 

• * In an effort to expedite prosecution, claim 1 has been rewritten to recite, inter 

alia^ "wherein said gateway is integrated on a combined pervasive device ** \C\^m 1,. 
emphasis added). The remaining independent claims contain similar language. This . 
language is intended to clarify that the present invention allows automated access for 
^ each registered device, to a secure system, via a personal authentication gateway 

integrated on another pervasive device, i.e. the combined device, once the user has 
configured it to share credentials with other members of the domain. 

Rirthermore, Ttaversat docs not disclose ascertaining if the pervasive device is 
within a given distance of the personal authentication gateway by determining wireless 
signal strength. Accordingly. Claim 1 has been amended to recite, inter alia, 
"ascertaining if the. . .device is within a given distance of the gateway as measured by 
signal strength of wireless conrntwtication'' (Claim 1, emphasis added). The remaining 
independent claims contain similar language. 

Therefore, combining Engberg and Traversal would result in pccr-to-peer 
communication that requires a login to a separate proxy service by each device. This 
system does not allow a pervasive device to automatically retrieve tokens once the 
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registration step is complete. Furthermore, this system cannot determine if a pervasive 
device is within a given distance as measured by strength of v^ireless communication. 
Even if there were a motivation for the combination^ this combination does not teach or 
suggest the claimed invention. 

Claims 4, 1 1, and 20-23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Engberg in view of Lincke et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,253,326) 
' . (hereinafter "Lincke"). Reconsideration and withdrawal of the present rejections are 

hereby respectfully requested. 

Lincke does not overcome the deficiencies ofEngberg, discussed above. In that 
regard, Lincke discloses protection arrangement techniques for ensuring the integrity and 
confidentiality of communications, but does not disclose the remaining limitations of the 
claims. (Lincke, Abstract). Therefore, the combination of Lincke with Engberg is not 
sufficient to render the instantly claimed invention obvious. 

Claims 13 and 14 stand rcjected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Engberg and Traversat and further in view of Lewis et al. (U.S. Patent No, 
6,233,565) (hereinafter "Lewis"). Reconsideration and withdrawal of the present 
rejections are hereby respectfully requested. 

Lewis does not overcome the deficiencies ofEngberg and Traversat set forth 
above. In that regard, Lewis discloses data encryption and client authentication 
techniques but does not disclose the remaining limitations of the claims, (Lewis, 
Abstract). Therefore, the combination of Lewis with Engberg and Traversat is 
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insufficient to render the instantly claimed invention obvious. Reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the present rejections are hereby respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that independent claims 1, 7, 
19 and 24-29 fully distinguish over the applied art and are thus allowable. By virtue of 
dependence from Qaims 1 , 7, 19 and 24-29, it is thus also submitted the remaining 
claims are also allowable. 

The **prior art made of record" has been reviewed. Applicants acknowledge that 
such prior art was not deemed by the Office to be sufficiently relevant as to have been 
applied against the claims of the instant application. To the extent that the Office may : 
apply such prior art against the claims in the future, Applicants will be fiilly prepared to 
respond diereto. 
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In summary, it is rcspecifiilly submitted that the instant application, including 
Claims 1, 3-5, 7, 10, 1 1, 13-15, and 17-29, is presently in condition for allowance. 
Notice to that effect is hereby earnestly solicited. If there are any further issues in this 
application, the courtesy of a telephone interview is requested prior to the issuance of a 
further Office Action in this case. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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